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and three in the Central Provinces. The ministers should be appointed by the
Governor in the manner indicated in the next paragraph ; and except in one
instance referred to hereafter, either be elected members of the local , Legislatures
or obtain seats therein within six months from t the, date of appointment. We do
not accept the suggestion that they should be elected by the Legislature.
joist besponsibility
It is an essential feature of our scheme that there should be joint responsibility
In the Cabinet. We therefore recommend that in appointing the ministers the
Governor should follow the English constitutional practice of selecting the Chief
Minister and appointing the other ministers on his recommendation. It was
suggested in the course of our deliberations that the Governor should appoint
the minister in consultation with the Chief Minister but not necessarily on t his
recommendations. This however would* in our opinion be incompatible with joint
responsibility since it is essential for the latter that the Chief Minister should be
in a position to select colleagues in whom he has confidence and not be compelled
to accept men chosen by the Governor.
question of a muslim minister
The desire of the Muslim community for a share in the Executive Government
of the country is natural and has our entire sympathy. We believe that no wise
Minister will ignore the accession of strength which the inclusion of a Muslim
member will bring to his cabinet. It is probable that the exigencies of the parlia-
mentary situation will make the inclusion of a Muslim Minister in the Cabinet
virtually certain in most provinces. In any case it is very improbable that the
position accorded to the community in this respect during the past ten years will
be lightly ignored in the formation of future ministries. But a Statutory provision
for the appointment of a Muslirn, irrespective of his capacity and the parliamentary
support he is able to command, is, in our opinion, impossible of acceptance.
The admission of such a claim would give rise to similar claims from other
communities and interests, which it would be difficult to ignore. Such an appoint-
ment would be inconsjstent with the assumption of joint responsibility by the
Cabinet and be destructive of its solidarity. In the words of the Punjab Committee,
the selection of ministers irrespective of party considerations "would cut at the
very root of the principle of responsible government". The argument relating to
Muslim endowments appears to us to be particularly dangerous. These endowments
are at present adjudicated upon by judges irrespective of their religion. If the argu-
ment were ^sound that a Muhammadan minister alone should deal with them on the
executive side, it might be claimed with equal force that a Muhammadan judge alone
should be capable o£ handling them on the judicial side— a claim which has never
been made and would, if allowed, be subversive of sound government. We, there-
fore, find ourselves unable to accept the proposal.
woeking of the cabinet
With regard to the internal working of the Cabinet, we propose that the Chief
Minister should preside at the meetings and, save in Bengal in one particular respect,
distribute the portfolios amongst the members of the Cabinet. He may appoint a
member to preside la his absence, and such member will be the Vice-President of
the Cabinet and possess all the powers of the Chief Minister for the time being. It
SSS%Tf ™H n $e .disc1retl(? of the Chief Minister to appoint an official as
secretary to the Cabinet, who should work under his orders or, m his absence, under
±Sl£j ? I1Cei"Jlesldent ^u I68 for the transaction of the business of the local
SS o~™ nt should be prepared by the Cabinet and submitted to the Governor for
ius approval, and should become operatives to the extent of such approval.
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